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Payam Moradian <p@moradianlaw.com>

MEET AND CONFER
6 messages

Thomas Vande Sande <tv@hvsllc.com> Wed, May 7, 2014 at 11:32 AM
To: "p@moradianlaw.com" <p@moradianlaw.com>
Cc: Lucas Vande Sande <ltvs2709@gmail.com>, Denise Nappi <dnappi@hvsllc.com>

Dear Mr. Moradian,

 

I join you in believing that it would likely be beneficial for us to have the
opportunity to discuss various outstanding issues, including those raised in your
email of May 2.

I would like to suggest that we schedule a time for May 14th, preferably at 10:00
or 11:00 am your time. Please let me know if one of these times works for you.

 

Best regards,

Tom Vande Sande  

Payam Moradian <p@moradianlaw.com> Wed, May 7, 2014 at 11:35 AM
To: Thomas Vande Sande <tv@hvsllc.com>
Cc: Lucas Vande Sande <ltvs2709@gmail.com>, Denise Nappi <dnappi@hvsllc.com>

Mr. Vande Sande,

May 14 at 11AM my time works for me.  I would appreciate if you send me an agenda of issues that you have at
your end.  I may be able to resolve them before the teleconference.  

Thank you
[Quoted text hidden]
-- 
Payam Moradian, Patent Attorney
10880 Wilshire Blvd, Suite 1101
Los Angeles, CA 90024
p@moradianlaw.com
917-353-1919
www.moradianlaw.com
Admitted before US Patent & Trademark Office, CA bar, and NY bar.
_______________________________________
This message, including any attachments, may contain confidential, attorney-client privileged, attorney work
product, or business confidential information, and is only for the use of the intended recipient(s). Any review, use or

mailto:p@moradianlaw.com
tel:917-353-1919
http://www.moradianlaw.com/


distribution by others is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender and delete all
copies.

Thomas Vande Sande <tv@hvsllc.com> Thu, May 8, 2014 at 12:19 PM
To: Payam Moradian <p@moradianlaw.com>
Cc: Lucas Vande Sande <ltvs2709@gmail.com>, Denise Nappi <dnappi@hvsllc.com>

Dear Mr. Moradian,

 

We are looking to have resolved prior to our meet and confer, or discussed during the
meet and confer, the following:

 

1.    Our often mentioned letter of October 31, 2013 detailing the specific deficiencies in
Mr. Ghorbani’s Responses and document production in connection with our first set of
requests for production. The various issues raised in that letter have been neglected
for way too long.

2.    The particulars set forth in our letter of April 21, 2014.

3.    The date by which you intend to respond to our second set of interrogatories and
our second set of production requests. As you have previously noted, the suspension
of proceedings effects the date your answers, responses and production are due, but I
am looking for a statement of your intentions as to when you believe those items of
discovery are to be responded to. As I earlier noted, your client has now had months
to make related efforts and I do not see the need for a further 30 delay being tacked
on once the Board has lifted the suspension.

4.    We have recently received from you documents bearing production numbers MGD
000058-000063 but we do not see any indication of any document request or
response associated with these documents. Please identify the specific discovery
which prompted the production of these documents.

5.    We have several issues to address relating to the interrogatory answers and
production request responses received in connection with our expert related
discovery.

a.     We note that the simple inquiry set forth in Interrogatory 2 has been ignored. The
question requires no more than a yes or no answer. Please supplement accordingly.

b.    As to Interrogatory 3, we can quibble, if needed, at some later date concerning
geography issues. In the meanwhile, we request that our interrogatory be answered.



Doing so should not be difficult for an expert.

c.     Turning to Interrogatory 4, the interrogatory asks the expert about the
considerations a consumer might entertain before obtaining a sample gun to test, not
when a consumer asks for a sample. Given the discussion set forth in your expert’s
Report, we would imagine that he should be able to answer this question. We need to
receive an answer reflecting your expert’s knowledge or opinion as such might pertain
to the question asked.        

d.    The answer provided in response to interrogatory 6 is completely unresponsive.
The inquiry relates to the copying of guns. No discussion is requested or needed
relating to popularity. Please see that we are provided with answers to the very
specific questions set forth in parts A and B of this interrogatory.

e.     Interrogatory 7 poses a simple yes or no question. We demand a non-evasive
answer to the single simple inquiry posed.

f.      The answers provided in response to Interrogatories 9 and 10 are flawed for
several reasons. Firstly, the objections that these inquiries are “incomplete” and
“prejudicial” simply make no sense. Additionally, both the objections and the
proffered answer ignore the fact that we are entitled to pose hypothetical questions to
an expert. He need be provided with no specific website reference. We are simply
asking him what the motivation would be, in his expert opinion for a vendor making
the statements set forth in the interrogatories at a website. Finally, looking at the
“expert’s” answer, if he indeed is not familiar with, or was not provided with
statements made by Mr. Ghorbani as such relate to SATA and its products, we will
leave to the Board the effect and impact that fact may have on the knowledge of, and
the opinions urged by, Mr. Demarco.

g.     Directing your attention to the Responses to our expert directed production
requests, we are quite concerned with the Responses received to Requests 1,3 and 4.
Specifically, each Response contends that the related Request is “overly burdensome”,
but absolutely no detail is provided in terms of the number of involve documents and
obviously they are not located in some remote area that makes their location a chore.
Additionally, while claims of work product protection and attorney client privilege are
made, no supporting privilege log has been provided. Please promptly provide us such
so that we mat fairly evaluate the claims you have made in accordance with the
applicable rules of law. Next, we note that the Responses state that responsive
documents “will” be produced. Please provide us with a date certain for such
production. Finally, while it is stated that a substantial number of documents have
been produced along with the expert’s report, no effort has been made to identify any
documents that have been produced in response to these requests. Please provide a



specific identification of any such documents in response to Requests 1, 3 and 4.    

 

It may well be that we will have other issues to raise relating to these and other
pending matters and we will of course bring such to your attention as they arise. In the
meanwhile, I appreciate your willingness to resolve all possible issues prior to our
discussion next week.

 

Best regards,

Tom Vande Sande              

From: Payam Moradian [mailto:p@moradianlaw.com] .stt
Sent : Wednesday, May 07, 2014 2:36 PM
To: Thomas Vande Sande
Cc: Lucas Vande Sande; Denise Nappi
Subject : Re: MEET AND CONFER

[Quoted text hidden]

Payam Moradian <p@moradianlaw.com> Fri, May 9, 2014 at 10:38 AM
To: Thomas Vande Sande <tv@hvsllc.com>

Mr. Vande Sande,

I did not realize that your agenda had so many items when setting our meet and confer meeting.  We will try our
best to address your points by Wednesday, but if we need more time, I may ask for an additional few days for the
meet and confer. 

Thank you
[Quoted text hidden]

Thomas Vande Sande <tv@hvsllc.com> Mon, May 12, 2014 at 11:56 AM
To: Payam Moradian <p@moradianlaw.com>
Cc: Lucas Vande Sande <ltvs2709@gmail.com>, Denise Nappi <dnappi@hvsllc.com>

Mr. Moradian,

 

I have no objection to altering the date of the meet and confer but would like to ask
that you let me know at some point tomorrow (Tuesday) whether we are looking to
talk on Wednesday.

 

What was included in the agenda was limited, of course, to our current discovery

mailto:p@moradianlaw.com


concerns in the now pending Opposition proceeding. I do not know if you are also
looking to discuss, prior to, subsequent to, during the meet and confer, or not at all,
 additional of our clients’ disputes. For instance, we see that your client has filed yet
another EURO trademark application, which we will likely look to oppose, if and when
it is published for Opposition. Additionally, as previously discussed, most recently
during our January phone discussion, our client remains deeply concerned by Mr.
Ghorbani’s offering for sale, and sale of, SATA copy guns and the patent infringement
and unfair competition implications of those activities. Please let me know if you are
looking to have our discussions involve these broader issues as well.

 

Tom Vande Sande           

 

From: Payam Moradian [mailto:p@moradianlaw.com] 
Sent : Friday, May 09, 2014 1:39 PM
To: Thomas Vande Sande

[Quoted text hidden]

[Quoted text hidden]

Payam Moradian <p@moradianlaw.com> Mon, May 12, 2014 at 2:28 PM
To: Thomas Vande Sande <tv@hvsllc.com>
Cc: Lucas Vande Sande <ltvs2709@gmail.com>, Denise Nappi <dnappi@hvsllc.com>

Dear Mr. Vande Sande,

We plan to supplement our responses and production by early next week.  A meet and confer would be more
fruitful after the supplementation.  I believe that it is best to do our meet and confer in the middle of next week. 

My client has not infringed any of Sata's patents or carry out unfair competition.  The cease and desist letter that
you sent to my client involved a patent that covered a totally different design than that sold by my client.  It is Sata
who has engaged in unfair competition by sending a cease and desist letter to my client regarding a patent
that Sata knew did not cover my client's product. 

Thank you

[Quoted text hidden]

mailto:p@moradianlaw.com
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EXHIBIT C 

 

 

 



MGD000107

Attorney Eyes Only Highly Confidential Trade Secret



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

EXHIBIT D 

 



























 

 

 

 

 

EXHIBIT D PART 2 





















 

 

 

 

 

EXHIBIT D PART 3 
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EXHIBIT G 

 

 

 

 



MGD000069



 

 

 

 

 

 

EXHIBIT H 

 

 























 

 

APPLICANT’S MIKE GHORBANI REQUEST FOR DOCUMENTS TO OPPOSER                

 

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE  
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD  

 
‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ 

SATA GmbH & Co. KG        ) 

      Opposer    )     Mark: EURO & Design 

v.            )      Serial No.: 85/712789  

Mike Ghorbani          )      Opposition No. 91/210813 

      Applicant    ) 

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ 

 
APPLICANT’S MIKE GHORBANI  FIRST REQUEST FOR THE PRODUCTION OF 

DOCUMENTS AND THINGS 
 

Applicant Mike Ghorbani requests that Opposer SATA GmbH & Co. KG (“Sata”) 

produce the following documents and things within thirty (30) days after date of service. 

The Definitions an Instructions set forth in Applicant’s First Set of Interrogatories 

to Applicant are incorporated herein by reference. 

 

REQUESTS 

Consistent with the foregoing definitions and instructions, please answer the following 

interrogatories: 

REQUEST NO. 1: 

All documents relating to Mike Ghorbani, M.G. Distributors Inc., and the use of the 

EURO mark. 

REQUEST NO. 2: 



 

 

APPLICANT’S MIKE GHORBANI REQUEST FOR DOCUMENTS TO OPPOSER                

 

All documents relating to every product which you sell, offer to sell, or market in the 

United States which you contend compete with products sold under the name EURO by 

Mike Ghorbani or M.G. Distributor, Inc. 

REQUEST NO. 3: 

All documents relating to the channels of trade for any product that you contend 

compete with products sold under the name EURO by Mike Ghorbani or M.G. 

Distributor, Inc., in the United States. 

REQUEST NO. 4: 

All documents relating to the nature and title (if applicable) of the media in which all 

advertisements of for any of your products that you contend compete with products sold 

under the name EURO by Mike Ghorbani or M.G. Distributor, Inc., including the date of, 

and geographic scope (by city and state) of such advertisements. 

REQUEST NO. 5: 

All documents relating to your competitors and their competing products for any product 

that you contend compete with products sold under the name EURO by Mike Ghorbani 

or M.G. Distributor, Inc. 

REQUEST NO. 6: 

All documents relating to any studies, tests, ratings, or surveys related to the quality of 

the products offered or sold under the mark EURO.   

REQUEST NO. 7: 

All documents relating to any studies, tests, ratings, or surveys related to consumer 

recognition of SATA for your products which you contend compete with products sold 

under the name EURO by Mike Ghorbani or M.G. Distributor, Inc. 



 

 

APPLICANT’S MIKE GHORBANI REQUEST FOR DOCUMENTS TO OPPOSER                

 

REQUEST NO. 8: 

All documents relating to any studies, tests, ratings, or surveys related to consumer 

recognition of EURO mark. 

REQUEST NO. 9: 

All documents relating to each incident, known to you, of actual confusion between your 

products, and products sold under the name EURO. 

REQUEST NO. 10: 

All documents relating to your market share in the United States for your products which 

you contend compete with products sold under the name EURO by Mike Ghorbani or 

M.G. Distributor, Inc. 

REQUEST NO. 11: 

All documents relating to market share of any competitors for HVLP(High volume Los 

Pressure) spray guns in the United States. 

REQUEST NO. 12: 

All documents relating to your contention in the complaint that the products sold under 

the Mark EURO are “inferior in quality to SATA’s goods.”  

REQUEST NO. 13: 

All documents relating to your contention in the Complaint (Notice of Opposition) that 

your products are manufactured in Germany. 

REQUEST NO. 14: 

All documents relating to your contention in the Complaint that your products have 

superior performance. 



 

 

APPLICANT’S MIKE GHORBANI REQUEST FOR DOCUMENTS TO OPPOSER                

 

REQUEST NO. 15: 

All documents relating to the country where each of the following parts (for your 

products which you contend compete with products sold under the name EURO by Mike 

Ghorbani or M.G. Distributor, Inc.) are manufactured: Air Nozzle, Fluid Inlet, Trigger 

Action, Fluid Nozzle, Needle, Side Port Control, Fluid Control Knob, Forged Aluminum 

Body, Air Inlet, and cup.  These parts are identified by a third party in a catalogue 

available at <http://www.binks.com/Portals/0/Repository/77-2463R-18.pdf>.  L 

REQUEST NO. 16: 

All documents relating to each incident, known to you, of actual confusion where a 

product sold under the name EURO by Mike Ghorbani or M.G. Distributor, Inc. was 

believed to be from Europe. 

REQUEST NO. 17: 

All documents relating to any studies, tests, ratings, or surveys related to consumer 

recognition of HVLP spray guns originating from Europe. 

REQUEST NO. 18: 

All documents relating to any studies, tests, or surveys related to the United States 

market share, performance, and quality of products sold by Anest Iwata USA, Inc. in the 

United States. 

REQUEST NO. 19: 

All documents relating to identity of the country of final assembly for your products 

which you contend compete with products sold under the name EURO by Mike 

Ghorbani or M.G. Distributor, Inc. 

http://www.binks.com/Portals/0/Repository/77-2463R-18.pdf


 

 

APPLICANT’S MIKE GHORBANI REQUEST FOR DOCUMENTS TO OPPOSER                

 

REQUEST NO. 20: 

All documents relating to total sales, price, and market share in the United States of 

HVLP spray guns and any others goods listed for Serial No.: 85/712789. 

REQUEST NO. 21: 

All documents including packaging and advertising relating to your products labeled or 

advertised as “Europe Engineered,” “European Engineered,” or “made in Europe.” 

Moradian Law 
Payam Moradian 
 
/Payam Moradian/ 
 
Attorney for Mike Ghorbani 
10880 Wilshire Blvd, Suite 1101 
Los Angeles, CA 90077 
p@moradianlaw.com 
917-353-1919 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

APPLICANT’S MIKE GHORBANI REQUEST FOR DOCUMENTS TO OPPOSER                

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

  

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been duly served on January 2, 2014 by 

E‐mail and by depositing such copy with the US Postal Service, in an envelope addressed to: 

Thomas J. Vande Sande 

Hall & Vande Sande, LLC 

10220 River Road, Suite 200  

Potomac, MD 20854 

 

By: /Payam Moradian/ 

Payam Moradian 

  

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

EXHIBIT I 

 

 

 





















 

 

 

 

EXHIBIT J 

 

 

 

 



Payam Moradian <p@moradianlaw.com>

Samples of products
6 messages

Payam Moradian <p@moradianlaw.com> Fri, May 16, 2014 at 10:35 AM
To: Thomas Vande Sande <tv@hvsllc.com>

Mr. Vande Sande,

If you like actual samples of products, it will cost Sata about $500 with shipping.  Please let me know if Sata is
willing to pay $500 for the samples.  

Thank you

-- 
Payam Moradian, Patent Attorney
10880 Wilshire Blvd, Suite 1101
Los Angeles, CA 90024
p@moradianlaw.com
917-353-1919
www.moradianlaw.com
Admitted before US Patent & Trademark Office, CA bar, and NY bar.
_______________________________________
This message, including any attachments, may contain confidential, attorney-client privileged, attorney work
product, or business confidential information, and is only for the use of the intended recipient(s). Any review, use or
distribution by others is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender and delete all
copies.

Payam Moradian <p@moradianlaw.com> Sun, May 18, 2014 at 10:51 PM
To: Thomas Vande Sande <tv@hvsllc.com>

Mr. Vande Sande,

We are planning to supplement some of the ROG responses and produce additional documents. To avoid another
round of responses, we would like clarification on the following points:

1. For expert ROG 9, we understand that you are referring to document S 0485 and our expert will answer the ROG
accordingly., 

2. For expert ROG 10, please identify the Bates number of the document that this ROG refers to. 

3. For ROG 25, you refer to Ghorbani document 000007.  The document we produced as MGD 000007 does not
match the description of the document you are inquiring about.  Please clarify what document you are referring to
by Ghorbani 000007.  We understand that you are referring to S 0485.

4. We will be producing documents that are highly confidential.  You have taken the position previously that the
standard protective order applied to this proceeding.  Please confirm that you will not share the content of
documents that we will designate confidential with your client.

Thank you

[Quoted text hidden]

mailto:p@moradianlaw.com
tel:917-353-1919
http://www.moradianlaw.com/


Payam Moradian <p@moradianlaw.com> Tue, May 20, 2014 at 9:02 AM
To: Thomas Vande Sande <tv@hvsllc.com>

Mr. Vande Sande,

When you have a chance, please get back to me regarding the above four points so we can supplement our
discovery responses.

Thank you
[Quoted text hidden]

Thomas Vande Sande <tv@hvsllc.com> Wed, May 21, 2014 at 12:44 PM
To: Payam Moradian <p@moradianlaw.com>
Cc: Lucas Vande Sande <ltvs2709@gmail.com>, Denise Nappi <dnappi@hvsllc.com>

Mr. Moradian,

 

We have been out of town for the last several days and have just returned. I will look
to address the substance of your correspondence, hopefully tomorrow, but if not for
sure on Friday.

 

Thank you.

 

From: Payam Moradian [mailto:p@moradianlaw.com] 
Sent : Tuesday, May 20, 2014 12:02 PM
To: Thomas Vande Sande
Subject : Re: Samples of products

[Quoted text hidden]

Payam Moradian <p@moradianlaw.com> Wed, May 21, 2014 at 1:02 PM
Draft To: Thomas Vande Sande <tv@hvsllc.com>
Cc: Lucas Vande Sande <ltvs2709@gmail.com>, Denise Nappi <dnappi@hvsllc.com>

[Quoted text hidden]

Thomas Vande Sande <tv@hvsllc.com> Tue, May 27, 2014 at 11:07 AM
To: Payam Moradian <p@moradianlaw.com>
Cc: Lucas Vande Sande <ltvs2709@gmail.com>, Denise Nappi <dnappi@hvsllc.com>

Mr. Moradin,

 

mailto:p@moradianlaw.com


Addressing your inquiries as presented:

 

1.    We look forward to receiving the promised supplementation as soon as possible.
While our inquiry includes within its scope the language of S0485, it is not limited to
that document. Thus, we are also directing our inquiry to the expert in terms of
seeking his opinion as to why such a statement would be made by a paint spray gun
vendor.

2.    We have made no reference to any particular document. We are seeking to elicit the
alleged expert’s opinion, as we are entitled to do. If the expert has no opinion, he can
so state. If, in the alternative, he has an opinion, the related interrogatory  answer
should set forth the opinion as requested.

3.    Your understanding is correct.

4.    We so confirm.

 

 

Tom Vande Sande       

 

From: Payam Moradian [mailto:p@moradianlaw.com] 
Sent : Monday, May 19, 2014 1:51 AM
To: Thomas Vande Sande
Subject : Re: Samples of products

 

Mr. Vande Sande,

[Quoted text hidden]
[Quoted text hidden]

mailto:p@moradianlaw.com
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